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NOAA, 2017 was the most expensive 
year on record for disasters in the 
United States. At some point, we have 
to acknowledge that the intensity of 
these storms is much greater than in 
past years and is a symptom of chang-
ing climate. 

Climate change is real. It is being 
driven by human activity. It is hap-
pening right now. These are facts. They 
are not in dispute. Our scientists know 
it, our businesses know it, the world 
knows it, and the American people 
know it. But too many Senators on the 
other side of the aisle just put their 
heads in the sand. It costs us more and 
more and more. We are not going to 
leave these people high and dry, but if 
we would do more on climate change, 
we would have fewer of these hurri-
canes and other types of storms. 

Everyone knows that, except a few. 
Why? Why don’t they admit the truth? 
Maybe there are two words that ex-
plain it: oil industry. 

Just this week the U.N. released a re-
port on climate change, saying that 
the world has only a short time— 
maybe a little more than a decade—to 
get a handle on carbon emissions. So 
far, the current administration has 
done nothing but move the issue back-
ward. It is amazing that we, the lead-
ing country that is supposed to be the 
moral force—the economic, political, 
and military leader—are the ones who 
pull out of the Paris climate accords, 
and then the administration has been 
repealing environmental protection 
after protection. 

So while we are thinking about the 
people of Florida, Georgia, South Caro-
lina, and North Carolina and everyone 
in Hurricane Michael’s path, let’s re-
member we are running out of time to 
do something about climate change. 
The kinds of storms we are seeing now 
will only increase if this body con-
tinues to keep its head in the sand 
ostrichlike and ignore the scientific re-
alities. 

f 

HEALTHCARE 

Mr. SCHUMER. Now, on another 
matter—healthcare—yesterday, 50 of 
my Republican colleagues voted 
against ensuring protections for people 
with preexisting conditions—people 
with asthma and cancer, people with 
diabetes and all kinds of gynecological 
problems. Republican Senators sided 
with the Trump administration to ex-
pand the ability of insurance compa-
nies to sell cutrate, junk insurance to 
Americans—to dupe Americans. These 
plans will destabilize the healthcare 
market and raise the cost of insurance 
for people with preexisting conditions 
who may end up being priced out of in-
surance altogether. 

Let me say that again. Republicans 
yesterday voted to let insurance com-
panies offer junk insurance plans that 
don’t cover essential health benefits, 
allowing them to nickel-and-dime pa-
tients out of the medical care they de-
serve. 

Our constituents—Democrats, Repub-
licans, north, west, east, and south— 
say they want better healthcare at a 
lower cost, and what do Republicans 
do? They offer worse healthcare cov-
erage at a higher cost, ultimately, to 
people, because the plans don’t cover 
anything and then you have to pay out 
of your pocket. 

What did they do it in the name of? 
Freedom. Freedom. This is like the 
1890s. Who is going to have freedom? 
The insurance companies, the big 
shots. Who is going to have no freedom 
from illness and disease? Average 
folks. It is terrible thinking, once 
again siding with big, powerful special 
interests, not the average person. 

The only people who want these junk 
insurance plans are two groups—the in-
surance companies and the rightwing 
ideologues who believe the government 
shouldn’t be in healthcare at all. They 
want to cut Medicare. They want to 
cut Medicaid. They want to cut Social 
Security. That is who it is. 

So let us remember that the junk in-
surance plans are hardly worth the 
paper they are printed on. They lure 
consumers in with low premiums, but 
the deductibles are so high, the copays 
are so high, and the coverage so 
skimpy that the plans hardly offer any 
benefit to the consumer at all. 

While every Republican save one 
voted to hand the keys to the insur-
ance companies, every single Demo-
crat—every single Democrat—stood up 
to the sabotage from the Trump admin-
istration and voted to not allow the ex-
pansion of junk insurance across Amer-
ica. 

I warn my colleagues that these are 
the kinds of issues that voters remem-
ber come election time. Healthcare is 
the No. 1 issue in America to the broad 
majority of voters. The American peo-
ple will head to the polls in November 
and ask themselves: Which party will 
defend the people’s right to quality 
healthcare? Which party will not? 

The answer to that question could 
not be clearer. Democrats have spent 
the past 2 years offering several plans 
to reduce the cost of healthcare while 
maintaining or increasing the quality, 
while President Trump and Repub-
licans in Congress have done nothing 
but drive costs up and quality down in 
obeisance to the big special interests— 
the insurance industry. 

They have tried to repeal the 
healthcare law. They have tried to gut 
Medicaid, eliminate healthcare for mil-
lions of Americans, and put the insur-
ers back in charge. They have elimi-
nated the program to help low- and 
middle-income Americans afford insur-
ance and, worst of all, Republican at-
torneys general—including two run-
ning for the Senate, one in Missouri 
and one in West Virginia—are suing, as 
we speak, to eliminate protections for 
Americans with preexisting conditions. 

These actions are undergirded by a 
belief on the other side of the aisle that 
the American people just don’t deserve 
help affording adequate healthcare. Re-

publicans have believed, continue to 
believe, and have acted on, unfortu-
nately, that insurance companies 
should rule the roost, just as in the 
1890s. The consequences are severe. 

As a result of the Republican 
healthcare agenda, premiums are up by 
double digits in several States and 
quality is down. As a result of the Re-
publican healthcare agenda, Americans 
are paying more and getting less. 

I say to the American people that in 
a few short weeks you will have a 
choice. You can vote for 2 more years 
of healthcare sabotage from a Repub-
lican Congress, more attempts at re-
pealing the healthcare law, more pre-
mium increases and uncertainty, more 
actions that undermine protections for 
patients with preexisting conditions or 
the American people can vote to flip 
the script and support Democratic can-
didates who will not only protect the 
care that Americans have today but 
who will work every single day to 
make it better. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to resume 
consideration of the following nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Jeffrey Bossert 
Clark, of Virginia, to be an Assistant 
Attorney General. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri. 

FAA/CONSUMER PROTECTIONS 

Mr. BLUNT. Madam President, I 
think by any standard, as we conclude 
this Congress, the House and Senate, 
working together, have put more legis-
lation on the President’s desk that has 
long-term impact than at any time in a 
long time, whether it was the opioid 
legislation or healthcare research fund-
ing. 

I want to talk a little bit today about 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
extension that, just last week, the Sen-
ate passed and the President signed. I 
believe the 5-year reauthorization is 
the longest reauthorization since the 
1980s. So the traveling public, the FAA 
itself, the Department of Transpor-
tation, and the airline carriers of both 
people and freight have an under-
standing of what the next 5 years 
should look like. 
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One of the things that will happen 

during the time that begins right 
now—the Senate and the House lis-
tened and the President listened to the 
traveling public about their concerns 
about what happens on airplanes and in 
airports. This is a bill that I worked on 
in the Aviation Subcommittee, along 
with Senator CANTWELL, Senator 
THUNE, and Senator NELSON. We 
worked for almost 2 years to get this 
bill to where it was when the President 
signed it, to address the safety, secu-
rity, and comfort of the traveling pub-
lic. 

In the wake of consumer complaints 
about the shrinking seat size on air-
planes, the law directs the FAA to set 
minimum legroom standards and width 
and length requirements for airline 
seat size to ensure passenger comfort 
and safety. I think all of us have had 
some experience with seeing seats get 
smaller all the time. Like every other 
Member of the Senate, when I am fly-
ing back and forth every week, usually 
in one of those coach seats, somebody 
says: I thought you came back and 
forth on a private plane. Actually, only 
a few Members—maybe less than a 
handful—are able to do that. Most of us 
fly just like everybody else does, with 
no particular benefit. But you can 
sense those seats getting a little small-
er and the legroom getting a little 
tighter. We have given new responsi-
bility for the FAA to set standards, so 
the traveling public knows somebody is 
paying attention to them and how long 
they are going to be in that seat and 
what it is going to be like when they 
are there. 

We also have a provision that you 
can’t take somebody off an airplane 
once they have been allowed to board 
because you somehow oversold. If 
somebody is on that plane, they can’t 
be taken off that plane unless they 
agree to be taken off that plane or the 
passenger acts in a way that the safety 
and security and the health of other 
passengers could be a problem. So 
there is no more involuntarily bumping 
of passengers who are on a plane. 

The law prohibits placing live ani-
mals in overhead compartments. More 
and more people seem to travel with 
pets, and people have had bad experi-
ences with that in the last few years. 
So overhead storage is not appropriate 
storage any longer for your pet if you 
are traveling with a pet. 

It also sets minimum standards for 
service animals that are allowed on 
flights. We all see that more all the 
time, too—a pet not in a cage but im-
portant to the individual who has a 
service animal. Many veterans now 
have a service animal. There are now 
standards on what that animal can be 
and how it has to behave on a plane. 

It bans in-flight cell calls. If you 
have ever sat by somebody before the 
plane takes off and learned way more 
about them than you want to know, 
you can imagine what it would be like 
if you had to learn way more about 
them based on every call they could 

make all the time you were flying. So 
that is not going to happen. The next 
time you are on the ground and some-
body continues to talk until they are 
told they can’t do that any longer, just 
be grateful that can’t continue once 
the plane gets in the air for the whole 
time of the flight, which would tech-
nically have been allowed with Wi-Fi 
or whatever allowed that phone to be 
connected. That is not going to be the 
case now. 

Airline fees have changed. I don’t 
like airline fees. Most people don’t like 
airline fees. But if you pay a fee and 
you don’t get the service—if you pay 
for a seat assignment that doesn’t 
work out to be the kind of seat you 
paid for or early boarding, and that 
didn’t happen or baggage that somehow 
wasn’t handled the way your special 
fee was charged—the airlines now have 
to keep track of that and get you that 
money back as soon as they reasonably 
can or face a penalty. 

The law requires air carriers to sub-
mit to the Department of Transpor-
tation a one-page summary of pas-
sengers’ rights, including compensa-
tion for flight delays, cancellations, 
and mishandled bags. Every airline has 
to have that available for you to look 
at. 

By the way, the Department of 
Transportation is going to have a Con-
sumer Aviation Advocate. There will 
now be somebody at the Department of 
Transportation—it will be their job, 
their only job, to respond to you; they 
and their team will respond to you if 
you have had a problem on an airline 
and want to see what can be done about 
it. 

Provisions are included to address 
disability issues on planes, whether 
restrooms are accessible, whether any-
thing happens that would harm a dis-
abled passenger or damage their wheel-
chair or the other aids they have. 

We have a 3-year reauthorization of 
the Transportation Security Adminis-
tration. There are some real needs 
there in both TSA Precheck and TSA 
generally that are met with this. One 
of those needs is more access to dogs. 
We all see dogs in airports, but every 
study since 9/11—and there have been a 
lot of them—indicates that nothing is 
more effective than a dog for finding 
most of the things you are looking for. 
Some of us have gone through security 
lines lately where the line moves pret-
ty fast, but a dog checks everybody in 
that line. We will see what happens 
there, but dogs generally are doing the 
kinds of things that need to be done. 

So whether it is the FAA Reauthor-
ization Act or America’s Water Infra-
structure Act, which we passed yester-
day—I think the vote on that was 99 to 
1, but that doesn’t mean it was easy to 
get it to the floor, and it doesn’t mean 
it normally gets done by a Congress. 
But that has happened as well. 

The insurance policies that Demo-
crats voted to take away yesterday 
have been mentioned here this morn-
ing. Those short-term health policies 

were available until the very last days 
of the Obama administration. I don’t 
know the reason the administration 
had to suddenly decide that it didn’t 
want that ability that several hundred 
thousand—maybe a couple of million— 
people had to get short-term coverage 
at a rate they could afford. For people 
in a job transition or something else, 
those were available that entire time. 

The Urban Institute says that 1.5 
million people who otherwise would 
have no insurance will be able to have 
insurance under those short-term poli-
cies. The policies under the Affordable 
Care Act are still available; they are 
still subsidized; they still do every-
thing that is the maximum of 
ObamaCare. If that is what you want to 
have, particularly if you are subsidized 
in that marketplace, that is probably 
where you should be. But a lot of peo-
ple aren’t, and a lot of people don’t 
have immediate access, and a lot of 
people are in transition. 

The Urban Institute is not normally 
seen as a conservative watchdog, but 
they said that 1.5 million people will 
have insurance with these policies, 
which will continue to be available for 
people who wouldn’t have insurance if 
they hadn’t have been. So you can say 
anything you want to say. You are en-
titled to your own opinion, but you are 
not entitled to your own facts, and I 
think the facts on the vote we took 
this week on those short-term policies 
are pretty clear. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Georgia. 
Mr. ISAKSON. Madam President, I 

want to acknowledge what Senator 
BLUNT just said about the success of 
this Congress over the last 2 years. It 
has been remarkable. What they did on 
FAA is tremendous. I enjoyed working 
with them on that. But I want to rise 
and talk about our veterans and what 
we have done for our veterans and what 
we need to do for our veterans. 

Before I do, my State of Georgia had 
a tough day and a tough night last 
night. The hurricane hit about 10 
o’clock last night. Unfortunately, we 
lost one 11-year-old with a tree crash-
ing through the roof. The Governor has 
declared a state of emergency for 108 of 
our 159 counties. We have 1,500 Na-
tional Guard troops activated and 
ready to deploy if needed to help law 
enforcement, emergency medical, and 
hospitals to see to it that we meet the 
needs of the people in our State. There 
is a lot of search and rescue going on. 
We are blessed that a lot of things 
didn’t happen, but we were certainly 
hurt by those that did. 

For families who have lost property 
and families who need help, our sym-
pathy is with them, and we are taking 
action. GEMA and FEMA are working 
hard. Governor Deal is working ex-
tremely hard. We have recovered a cou-
ple of times already in the last 5 years 
from hurricanes, and we will do it 
again. But on behalf of myself, Senator 
PERDUE, and the United States Senate, 
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I send our best wishes to our people 
back in Georgia and also to our people 
in South Carolina, North Carolina, and 
Florida. Florida was hit worse last 
night. But now the storm has passed 
Atlanta and is going over South Caro-
lina, and then North Carolina, which 
just came back from almost the worst 
storm in history, in which we had 48 
inches of rainfall in one county. I 
couldn’t believe that much water fell 
in one day, but it did. They are recov-
ering and doing it nicely. They have 
done a good job. But all of us know 
these acts of nature and acts of God we 
have gone through affect our citizens, 
and we need to keep them safe. I urge 
all of our citizens in Georgia and in 
every State in the Union to play close 
attention to what their Federal emer-
gency management people say. If they 
tell them to evacuate, they should. If 
they tell them to hunker down, they 
should. They should do whatever they 
can to follow the rules the best they 
can. Everybody we have to rescue 
takes a law enforcement officer and a 
medical person out of play to help 
somebody else. 

VETERANS 
Madam President, as chairman of the 

Veterans’ Affairs Committee, I have 
the honor of representing the U.S. Sen-
ate to our veterans and responding, 
along with the House committee 
chaired by Chairman ROE of Tennessee, 
on veterans’ issues. All of us are for 
veterans. There is one place you never 
have an argument on appropriations, 
and that is for veterans. We don’t have 
partisan arguments about veterans ei-
ther. On the battlefield, you don’t see 
Democratic veterans or Republican 
veterans; you see American veterans. 
We are all for the veterans. 

We have had some great successes 
with our veterans, but we have had 
some failures over the last decades. 
Sometimes they are on the front page 
of the newspaper, most recently last 
week when the hospital ratings came 
out. Two of the three hospitals serv-
icing my State fell from three stars to 
one star, which meant they failed in 
their performance for our veterans, and 
we want to work to see that improve. 

But we also want everybody to un-
derstand how big the problem is, what 
we have done the last 2 years to ad-
dress the problem, and what is coming 
soon for all of us, which I think is good 
news for everybody. 

First of all, starting 2 years ago, Sen-
ator TESTER, the ranking member on 
the committee, and I sat down and 
made a pledge that we were going to 
work together from the beginning to 
address the tough issues that had been 
put behind the backdoor for a long 
time and hadn’t been dealt with. We 
have done that. In fact, we have tack-
led every single one of them, except 
one that we are going to tackle in a 
couple of weeks. In so doing, we have 
helped our veterans. 

We had the help of the President as 
well. President Trump embraced our 
committee’s work from the beginning. 

We had to find a new Secretary be-
cause the old Secretary resigned, and 
we worked hard to do that. We had a 
few bumps in the road. The President 
gave us his full support. Robert Wilkie, 
who is the new Secretary of the VA, is 
a terrific guy. He has a family history 
in the military. He loves the VA and 
worked for DOD, or the Department of 
Defense, which is the precursor in 
working for the VA if you are a vet-
eran, because you have to be in DOD 
first to be a veteran, second. In fact, 
Robert Wilkie is a godsend for us. In a 
few short weeks, he has already proven 
to be a big help for our veterans. He is 
not unwilling to tackle the hard prob-
lems. In fact, he is willing to tackle 
them. 

Interoperative software for medical 
information has been a problem at the 
VA for years. The DOD and VA soft-
ware didn’t talk to each other. 

We have a guy who left the battle-
field in Afghanistan, came back to 
Georgia, and went to Fort Benning. He 
decided to leave the military and retire 
and go into veteran status, and we 
couldn’t get his records transferred 
from Active Duty to veteran status be-
cause we didn’t have interoperable 
software. We didn’t have a way to do it. 

This committee worked hard. We de-
veloped the largest contract in history 
with Cerner, a great software company. 
Cerner has a tremendous medical out-
reach product, and they are now in-
stalling that. Hopefully, over the next 
15 years, we will have an interoperative 
system around the world that services 
our veterans who need medical service 
and have their records available in-
stantaneously and immediately. 

We have a 20th century soldier in the 
battlefield, but we have a 15th century 
VA when it comes to information tech-
nology. We have invested the money 
now with Cerner to put in the system, 
and we are going to get it done. I will 
stay on their back every day to see to 
it they do it. 

I appreciate the cooperation of the 
employees of the VA. I tell them, as I 
make these remarks, that we are going 
to see to it they have every bit of back-
ing they can get from us. We had too 
many vacant spaces in the VA. We had 
too many ‘‘acting this’’ and ‘‘acting 
that.’’ I hate it when we appoint acting 
directors and acting bankers and act-
ing soldiers. We don’t need them to act. 
We need them to take action. We will 
start to do that as soon as we fund the 
places that go vacant, where it hurts 
our veterans. 

I thank President Trump and Sec-
retary Wilkie for their work and their 
support. It has been complete and 
seamless. We signed the VA MISSION 
Act in the Rose Garden a couple of 
weeks ago. The President came out and 
talked about his pride in the VA and 
what the veterans did for all of us and 
what he was going to do as President, 
as long as he was there, to see to it 
that he gave them at least the best of 
all of us like they have given us the 
best as veterans. 

President Trump has been a great 
leader for our VA, and he understands 
the problems and has been supportive 
of our trying to make the changes we 
want to make. 

Senator TESTER has been a great 
ranking member and a great partner 
with me on those things, and we made 
sure everything we did was bipartisan. 
To be honest with you, we passed 22 
pieces of legislation and made 14 ap-
pointments. We had one ‘‘no’’ vote on 
one bill. We had complete unanimity 
on the committee—Republicans and 
Democrats—all the way through be-
cause we worked together, we set our 
goals, and we decided to make this 
work as seamlessly as our military 
works for us. 

Let me talk about a few of those 
things we have done because I think 
they are impressive when you look at 
them. We passed 22 pieces of legisla-
tion, which include the VA MISSION 
Act, most recently passed a month ago. 
We redefined the mission and the ac-
tions of the VA to see that it does ev-
erything it needs to do to be a 20th cen-
tury benefit program, like the new 
modern-day GI bill, which is a part of 
that. 

The new GI bill says the old rule in 
the VA that you have to use your VA 
benefits within 15 years or you lose 
them on education is gone. We all 
know people’s skills are changing 
about every 5 years or 6 years. If a per-
son doesn’t keep up with their con-
tinuing education, they are going to 
lose their job. They would lose their 
benefits because they have been in the 
VA 15 years. That is ridiculous. We re-
moved that cap. Now they can take 
new courses and new training with 
their GI benefits for 25 years if they 
want to, if they are still eligible. We 
are not putting any time limit on it. 
There is no time limit on education. 
Education is the necessary product we 
have to use to produce the military of 
the 21st century. 

It used to be that we drafted our sol-
diers. We can’t draft the soldiers any-
more. The average draftee can’t oper-
ate the type of equipment our men and 
women operate in the battlefield. You 
have to have people who understand 
technology, understand the STEM sub-
jects, and are good with games. Video 
games is one of the biggest qualifica-
tions now for pilots because all of our 
airplanes are like video games. It looks 
like Pac-Man when you get in the 
cockpit. It is because of high tech-
nology, and they are training for that. 
We have to have an attractive job for 
them and attractive VA benefits for 
them if they want to come to work for 
the United States of America and stay 
with us, or else we will never be able to 
keep the military we have today as 
strong and powerful as it is. 

We also put a new law in on account-
ability. I served in the National Guard, 
and I understand accountability. In the 
military, you really understand ac-
countability. You don’t ask questions 
in the military. You give answers. If 
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your drill sergeant tells you to do 20, 
you drop and you do 20. If you can’t do 
20, you practice until you can and you 
get it right. That is what we have to do 
in the military because you don’t fight 
wars for people who say: I am not in-
terested today; I am not going to fight. 
You have to know what we are doing 
and do it right. 

We have to do the same thing and 
provide services to those veterans once 
they leave. We don’t need to be casual 
about it. We need to be committed 
about it and make sure we are doing 
everything we can to see our veterans 
get the services they want, the services 
they need, and the information they 
need. 

Veterans Day is coming up in about 4 
weeks. Every Veterans Day we are usu-
ally here, but I don’t think we are 
going to be here on Veterans Day this 
year, if I understand the calendar 
right. I will be making speeches back 
home. Every year I have been here, I 
have made a speech on this floor about 
our veterans and how important they 
are to us. I try to point out a few peo-
ple I have known in my lifetime who 
are veterans of the U.S. military and 
made a difference in my life forever. 

I talked about my friend Jack Cox, of 
the U.S. Marine Corps. He was killed 
by a sniper in Vietnam in 1968. He was 
my best friend. He volunteered. He 
came to the fraternity house. He was 2 
years older than me. So I was still in 
school when he got out and graduated. 

After graduating, he went from the 
University of Georgia into the Marine 
Corps recruiting office and signed up 
for OCS. He went to Parris Island. 
From there, he went to Vietnam. On 
the 12th month of his 13-month assign-
ment, he was, unfortunately, killed by 
a sniper in Vietnam. 

He went to Vietnam because he want-
ed to represent his country, fight for 
his country, pay his price, and do his 
due diligence. Jack was a great man. 

I have a bracelet on—two, as a mat-
ter of fact. One is a bracelet for Matt 
Cooper, a law enforcement officer who 
was killed a couple of weeks ago. The 
other one is for John McCain—John 
McCain, a former Member of this body, 
who a few weeks ago was buried at the 
Naval Academy, and his funeral was at 
the National Cathedral. He was a pilot 
in the Vietnam war and was captured. 
He was held captive by the North Viet-
namese for 6 years. When he got out, he 
was badly wounded, badly injured, 
badly hurt. He came back to the mili-
tary, rehabilitated himself, and went 
into the VA healthcare, and they reha-
bilitated him from his broken arms, his 
broken back, and all the other prob-
lems he had. He ran for the U.S. Sen-
ate, came to the U.S. Senate, and was 
a star, as you know, in this Senate 
Chamber from the day he got in the 
Senate until the day he died. He had a 
pervasive commitment to his country. 
He was exactly for our country what I 
want all of us in the Senate to be for 
this body—committed to the job, com-
mitted to the task, always ready, al-

ways prepared. Marines are that way. 
The Army is that way. The Air Force is 
that way, and the Senate ought to be 
that way. We are committed that way 
to our veterans in what we do today. 

We also have to hold them account-
able in the military. Accountability is 
important. Veterans want us to hold 
the VA accountable. That is why we 
put in the accountability bill, which, 
among other things, allows us to fire 
senior executives in the VA for not 
doing their job. You can’t do that in 
many government jobs. As a matter of 
fact, people were surprised that we 
were able to pass it, and we passed it 
bipartisan. It passed bipartisan because 
everybody knew if your job wasn’t sub-
ject to your doing your job, you didn’t 
have accountability. 

The first person taken to court for 
violating the law by not doing their job 
was in Georgia. I saw to it we pros-
ecuted that case and used our lawyers 
to be able to do it. I wanted people at 
the VA to know we are not going to 
take bad behavior—break-the-law be-
havior—or bad attitudes in the VA. We 
are only going to give the best to our 
veterans. 

We have a number of title 38 veteran 
leaders who have been suspended, 
moved, or otherwise fired because they 
weren’t accountable for their job. We 
have some openings now that need to 
be filled because we got rid of them. We 
got rid of people who weren’t doing the 
job and put in people who did the job. 
In the military, your accountability is 
doing the job, and there are no excuses 
if you don’t. 

We have done a lot of other things to 
help our veterans and help our country. 
I commit that we will continue to do so 
and make sure this Congress is as help-
ful and beneficial as we can. 

There are three quick things I want 
to talk about. I want to thank the pri-
vate sector for its support of our vet-
erans. Morehouse School of Medicine in 
Atlanta, GA, is helping the Atlanta VA 
now with our doctor shortage in the 
VA. Yes, we have a doctor shortage. We 
need the doctors to do the jobs. Some 
of these waiting times you have heard 
about from a lot of our veterans are 
not because we are making them wait 
because we are slow. We are making 
them wait because we don’t have 
enough doctors. We are working on 
joint ventures with medical schools to 
do so. 

Seventy-two percent of the doctors in 
the United States did a residency or an 
internship at the Veterans Administra-
tion. It is the key training center of all 
our doctors, and we have to expand 
that and improve it. 

On the appeals process for benefits, 
there are people who are having to wait 
2 and 3 years. We have one veteran 
whose case has been on appeal for 25 
years. You can keep it on appeal as 
long as you file new information every 
year. He has found a way to file new in-
formation for every year. For 25 years, 
he has been putting something new in 
his file. He is blocking other veterans 

who need to get their attention to get 
their service because he is making the 
line longer than it should be. 

We put an accountability on the Vet-
erans’ Administration, as well, to see 
that our benefits are handled quickly 
and expeditiously and that the appeals 
are fair, and veterans can get an an-
swer. We are cutting the average time 
of wait, and we are going to get it down 
to below half a year pretty soon. Pret-
ty soon, we will have it as instanta-
neous as you can make it. You 
shouldn’t have to wait to have a ben-
efit paid if you didn’t wait to complete 
an order from the officer whom you 
worked for. 

Lastly, I want to thank Shepherd 
Center in Atlanta, GA. That is my 
hometown and my home State. Shep-
herd takes the most seriously injured 
veterans in the United States who we 
no longer can help because we don’t 
have the expertise. They take them 
and help them. More often than not, 
they turn their lives around and make 
it where they can communicate, they 
can work, and they can do their job. In 
other words, the veterans are getting 
the best of care and the best of atten-
tion because the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs in the Senate is giving 
100 percent of their attention to them. 

I am proud of what we have done, 
proud of what the Senate has done, and 
I am proud of our military and proud of 
our country. I hope we continue doing 
in the Senate as we have always done: 
do our job, do it well, and support our 
country. 

May God bless the United States of 
America. 

I yield back. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

DAINES). The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oregon. 
Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

NO INTERNMENT CAMPS ACT 
Mr. MERKLEY. Thank you, Mr. 

President. 
Today I rise to bring attention to the 

No Internment Camps Act. This is an 
important bill to make sure that 
America does not repeat the mistake of 
World War II and develop and expand 
internment camps here in the United 
States of America. 

One may think that this is some-
thing that is farfetched, that of course 
the United States would not establish 
internment camps, but the fact is, we 
already have 3, and the House passed a 
bill to greatly expand those internment 
camps. We have 35 sponsors of a bill 
here in the Senate to expand intern-
ment camps. We have the President 
issuing an Executive order asking Con-
gress to expand internment camps. Re-
cently, the President put forward a 
draft regulation to expand internment 
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camps without the consent of Congress. 
So it is all very real. 

Where did this story begin? It began, 
as far as public awareness, on May 7, 
when Attorney General Jeff Sessions 
gave a speech. He called this his zero- 
tolerance policy. I listened to the de-
scription of the zero-tolerance policy 
on arresting people at the border, and I 
said: You know, when you take away 
the fancy rhetoric, it sounds like he 
has criminalized families who are flee-
ing persecution from overseas. I 
thought, that is a pretty stunning situ-
ation because we in America often look 
to Lady Liberty and the words in-
scribed on the base or pedestal of Lady 
Liberty that say ‘‘Give me your tired, 
your poor, your huddled masses yearn-
ing to breathe free.’’ 

The idea that our Attorney General 
is saying we are going to criminalize 
flight from persecution—and it was 
found, furthermore, that they were 
going to immediately throw adults into 
jail and rip away the children from 
their families. That is not possible. 
That is not possible here in the United 
States of America. 

So I arranged to go down to the bor-
der. I went down on June 3 and visited 
the McAllen processing center. The 
McAllen processing center is a location 
that the press had never been allowed 
into, so they were stationed outside 
saying: What are you going to find in-
side? What are you going to see? What 
is in there? 

I expressed surprise that the press 
here in America was excluded from this 
facility to see what was going on. 

I went in. I was given a tour. What I 
found was pretty shocking—a room in 
which huddled masses of families were 
shoved into wire link cages with noth-
ing but an aluminum foil Mylar blan-
ket. Then in an adjoining larger space, 
a warehouse space, we saw larger 
cages, 30-by-30 foot cages where fami-
lies were being separated into fathers 
in one cage, mothers in another, 
daughters in a third, and sons in a 
fourth. 

I stood in front of one 30-by-30 foot 
chain link cage and said: These young 
boys, who are lining up by height to 
prepare for being fed; these young boys, 
with the smallest being just knee-high 
to a grasshopper, maybe 4 years old; 
these young boys have been separated 
from their parents? 

The answer was this: Well, Senator, 
not all of them. Some of them arrived 
unaccompanied. 

I said: But many of these boys in this 
cage were taken away from their par-
ents? 

They said: Yes. 
I said: Well, where did that happen? 
They said: Well, we brought the fam-

ily in that door over there, and then, 
with some explanation, we said, ‘‘We 
need to take your son away. We need to 
take your daughter away. We need to 
take your spouse away.’’ 

And they were locked up in these 
various locations inside that ware-
house. 

So it turned out it was real. The ad-
ministration was criminalizing a flight 
from persecution, a flight that our an-
cestors know all too well, fleeing from 
civil war, from religious persecution, 
from famine to come here to the 
United States of America and see that 
beautiful, welcoming Statue of Lib-
erty—‘‘Give me your tired, your poor, 
your huddled masses yearning to 
breathe free’’—but instead of that wel-
coming embrace, prison for the parents 
and, quite frankly, prison for the chil-
dren, separating them. 

I went from there up to Brownsville. 
I had been told by immigration advo-
cates that many of these young men 
were being stuffed into a single build-
ing up in Brownsville, a former 
Walmart run by a nonprofit called 
Southwest Key. I had asked permission 
to visit this location, and I had been 
told: No, no, no. You have to give 2 
weeks’ advance notice. 

They had a waiver system, so I asked 
for a waiver to be able to see what was 
going on inside this former Walmart. 
The waiver was turned down. Clearly 
the administration did not want any 
Member of Congress to see what was 
going on inside that building. 

Since I was there in Texas, I drove up 
the road to Brownsville and said: Well, 
I will just call them up when I get 
there and say, ‘‘Surely you have 
enough members on your staff that one 
of them could come out and talk to me, 
or maybe one of them could give me a 
tour of what is inside.’’ 

When I arrived and walked up to the 
door of this former Walmart, there was 
a phone number posted on the front of 
it. I proceeded to call that phone num-
ber and talk to the assistant to the su-
pervisor of the facility. The assistant 
said: Yes, the supervisor would be 
happy to come out and talk to you. 

I waited 10 minutes. No supervisor 
appeared. I called again, and they said: 
Oh, no, the supervisor is on his way. 

Well, what the supervisor was really 
doing was waiting for the police to ar-
rive. They called the police to come 
and arrest me. Very interesting—you 
are arrested for knocking on the door 
and asking to have a supervisor talk to 
you? Well, they didn’t arrest me. They 
hadn’t actually formally asked me to 
leave the property, but they certainly 
weren’t going to let me inside to see 
what was going on or even talk to me 
about what they were doing. 

The immigration advocates have 
said: We have heard a rumor that pos-
sibly up to 1,000 young boys have been 
stuffed into that Walmart. I thought, 
that is not possible. As I was standing 
there and talking to the press, I re-
peated that. I thought, I shouldn’t say 
this. I shouldn’t say this because that 
is so outlandish. Surely no administra-
tion would try to stuff 1,000 boys into 
one building. 

So I was refused entry. I brought at-
tention to this scandalous child-separa-
tion strategy—this strategy of delib-
erately inflicting trauma on children 
in order to send a political message. No 

one in the world can justify inflicting 
trauma on children to send a political 
message. It is not acceptable under any 
moral code. It is not acceptable under 
any religious tradition. But the dark 
heart of this administration had 
hatched this evil plan, and it was being 
implemented. 

I went back 2 weeks later, on June 14, 
and I went back with reinforcements— 
other Members of Congress. We went to 
that facility, and this time they grant-
ed a waiver and said: Yes, you may see 
what is going on. They allowed the 
press in as well. So we went in for a 
tour. 

I asked ‘‘How many boys are here?’’ 
thinking, at most a couple hundred. 

They said: Well, we are now ready to 
put 1,500 boys in this facility, and we 
are one busload short of filling it. 

I think they said there were 1,467 
residents in this one building. 

They took me out to the outside 
area, where they had set up a soccer 
field. They said: Isn’t this wonderful? 
We have a soccer field. 

Imagine how long it takes for nearly 
1,500 young boys to circulate through a 
soccer field. 

They took me to a game room, and 
there was a broken Foosball machine. I 
thought, how long does it take 1,500 
boys to circulate through a single bro-
ken Foosball machine? Maybe there 
were a couple of them; I remember see-
ing one. They were very proud that 
they had this soccer field and this 
game room. 

I said: You know, you expanded so 
fast. At the beginning of the year, how 
many boys did you have? 

They said: Well, we planned for 300. 
We had 300 bedrooms and 300 boys. 

They said that 2 months ago, they 
had increased to 500, and now they have 
1,500 or almost 1,500. 

I asked: This rapid expansion—did 
you plan carefully for this? 

They said: Oh, yes. 
I said: Was there anything that you 

needed that you fell short on? 
The director of Southwest Key said: 

Yes. We don’t have mental health 
counselors, or at least we are short. 

I said: How many are you short? 
They said: Ninety mental health 

counselors. 
Ninety? Wow. That is a big shortfall. 

Realize that these boys were fleeing 
persecution from overseas. So they had 
experienced trauma in their lives 
abroad, they probably experienced 
trauma en route, and now they are ex-
periencing the trauma of being ripped 
away from their families and shuttled 
off to this warehouse. Yet there was no 
plan to have the mental health coun-
selors needed for this population. This 
is one feature of the incompetence and 
callousness of this administration in 
implementing this policy. 

Public outcry was significant. I 
thank all Americans who participated 
in that public outcry, saying that this 
is not our America—criminalizing a 
flight from persecution, locking people 
up while they await asylum hearings— 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:11 Oct 12, 2018 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00007 Fmt 4637 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G11OC6.023 S11OCPT1dl
hi

ll 
on

 D
S

K
3G

LQ
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6784 October 11, 2018 
that is not our America and you must 
stop. The courts said the same thing 
because it is actually illegal to lock up 
children for more than 20 days under 
the Flores consent agreement. 

So President Trump sent a message. 
He sent an Executive order titled ‘‘Af-
fording Congress an Opportunity to Ad-
dress Family Separation.’’ Oh, how 
nice. The President is giving us an op-
portunity to address family separation. 
And what did the President ask for in 
that Executive order? He asked for us 
to pass a law to overrule the Flores 
consent agreement and allow the ad-
ministration to establish family in-
ternment camps. Imagine—family in-
ternment camps here in the United 
States. That is what the President was 
asking for, that is exactly what the 
House of Representatives passed, and 
that is exactly what 35 Members of this 
body have signed on to cosponsor—fam-
ily internment camps in the United 
States of America. That is absolutely 
wrong, it is absolutely unacceptable, 
and it is absolutely unneeded. 

You may say: Wait. You are saying 
that the children shouldn’t be sepa-
rated from their parents and that you 
shouldn’t lock up families together, so 
what do you propose, Senator 
MERKLEY? What do you propose that 
we do? 

Well, the answer is, we had a very 
good program. It was called the Family 
Case Management Program. This Fam-
ily Case Management Program said 
that when a family comes and is seek-
ing asylum, they will be placed into 
the community and they will have in-
tensive case management with some-
body who speaks and writes their lan-
guage, an individual who is in contin-
uous contact with them, who makes 
sure they know exactly when their 
check-ins are and how to attend them 
and who knows exactly when the court 
hearing is and how to get to those 
court hearings. 

So I wondered, did this work? How 
well did this program work? It turns 
out that there is an inspector general 
report from Homeland Security that 
came out—I think the date was Novem-
ber 30, 2017. Here is what the inspector 
general found: ‘‘According to ICE, over-
all program compliance for all five re-
gions is an average of 99 percent for 
ICE check-ins and appointments, as 
well as 100 percent attendance at court 
hearings.’’ So 100 percent—you can’t 
get better than that. The Family Case 
Management Program—the inspector 
general under this administration said 
that there was 100 percent attendance 
at court hearings. So if you hear a 
Member of the Senate say ‘‘Well, we 
are concerned about this catch-and-re-
lease because people don’t show up for 
their hearings,’’ that is a lie. That is 
inaccurate. 

That is inaccurate. If you hear the 
President saying, well, we are going to 
lock families up if they don’t appear 
for their court hearings, that is inac-
curate. That is a lie. The inspector gen-
eral of this administration found 100 
percent attendance at court hearings. 

Fortunately, Members of this body 
have come to their senses and rejected 
the language from the House estab-
lishing internment camps, expanding 
them, authorizing them. Fortunately, 
Members of the Senate have come to 
their senses and abandoned their ef-
fort—for now, at least—to establish 
permission, authorization, and funding 
for internment camps, as well they 
should because it doesn’t fit the vision 
of America: a nation where most of us 
are the children of immigrants, if not 
immigrants ourselves; a nation where 
in our family tree we have individuals 
who fled persecution, religious persecu-
tion, who fled famine, who fled conflict 
to be welcomed by the vision of the 
Statue of Liberty. 

The story, unfortunately, doesn’t end 
here. The President has now issued a 
draft regulation. That draft regulation 
says we in the executive branch are 
granting ourselves the authority to es-
tablish internment camps without per-
mission or direction from Congress. 

Are you kidding me? A lengthy regu-
lation designed to authorize them-
selves, without Congress acting, to es-
tablish family internment camps is to-
tally out of sync with the traditions of 
America, with the values of America, 
or the law as it exists under the Flores 
consent agreement. 

Let me put this as simply as I can: 
Children belong in homes and play-
grounds and schools. They don’t belong 
behind barbed wire. I will fight as 
fiercely as I possibly can any proposal 
to put children behind barbed wire as 
they wait their asylum hearing. It is 
wrong. It is morally wrong. It is, from 
a policy perspective, totally unjusti-
fied, as was child separation. 

That is why I am introducing the No 
Internment Camps Act. Let us not re-
peat the mistakes of World War II. This 
act ensures that no Federal dollars will 
be used for the operation and construc-
tion of family internment camps. It 
creates a 1-year phaseout of three fam-
ily detention centers currently in oper-
ation, and it saves money from the 
family detention centers and transfers 
it to the Alternatives to Detention 
Program in order to reestablish the 
Family Case Management Program— 
the program that had a 100-percent suc-
cess rate in getting people to their 
hearings. Put money into programs 
that work, not into prisons that afflict 
children. 

There are many groups that have 
said how important this is and have en-
dorsed the no internment camps legis-
lation: Japanese American Citizens 
League, Human Rights Watch, Asian 
Americans Advancing Justice, Wom-
en’s Refugee Commission, the Anti- 
Defamation League, the Asian Pacific 
American Network of Oregon, the 
American Immigration Lawyers Asso-
ciation of Oregon, Human Rights First, 
the Leadership Conference on Civil and 
Human Rights, Karen Korematsu, the 
daughter of Fred Korematsu, the lead 
plaintiff in the Supreme Court case 
that challenged Japanese internment 
camps in World War II. 

Let us put an end to the prospect of 
the administration expanding on its 
own, through Executive order, intern-
ment camps in the United States. Let’s 
do so by passing the No Internment 
Camps Act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas. 

REPUBLICAN AGENDA 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, after 

the vote was called on the Kavanaugh 
nomination—I should say immediately 
before it—the minority leader, the Sen-
ator from New York, told America that 
the most important thing they could 
do in response to that vote is go to the 
polls in the midterm elections. It is 
true that on November 6, Americans 
will head to the polls and select their 
Members of Congress, including the 
Senate, and as Ronald Reagan’s famous 
speech said, it will be ‘‘a time for 
choosing.’’ 

Many people are wondering how they 
should choose, how they should exer-
cise that most fundamental privilege of 
American citizenship, and that is the 
right to vote. Should they choose to 
vote for mob rule or do they choose to 
vote for the rule of law? Do they 
choose to endorse threats, intimida-
tion, and incitement or do they choose 
to treat everybody—no matter how 
much you disagree with them—with 
dignity and respect? I believe those are 
our choices. 

I was very disappointed to hear the 
former Secretary of State Mrs. Clinton 
say that you cannot be civil with a po-
litical party that wants to destroy 
what you stand for and what you care 
about. She said civility is only possible 
if Democrats were to win back the 
House or the Senate. In other words, 
her commitment to civility in our po-
litical discourse is contingent upon po-
litical outcomes. Did you notice the 
verb she used? She used the word ‘‘de-
stroy,’’ which I think is telling. 

It is not that people may disagree 
with her or her party, it is that people 
who disagree with her want to destroy 
what you stand for and what you care 
about. In other words, this mindset, I 
think, is very disturbing and should be 
of concern to all of us who want to re-
store some civility, and decorum, and 
bipartisan cooperation. 

We are going to have our differences, 
there is no doubt about it. I welcome 
the opportunity to debate those dif-
ferences. That is what the Senate is all 
about, but there is a line we saw 
crossed last week during the confirma-
tion hearing. We learned it is our 
Democratic colleagues, unfortunately, 
who have associated themselves with 
special interest groups that are willing 
to go to just about any length to 
achieve their desired ends. In other 
words, the ends justify the means. That 
includes climbing statues, disobeying 
Capitol Police, getting arrested, chas-
ing Senators and their spouses from 
restaurants, screaming at Members in 
elevators, sending coat hangers to Sen-
ators at their offices, and offering what 
amounts to a bribe. That doesn’t sound 
very civil to me. 
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Then you have former Attorney Gen-

eral Eric Holder, who was captured on 
video saying things that I, frankly, am 
shocked about. You would think the 
former head law enforcement officer 
for the U.S. Government, the Attorney 
General, would understand the need to 
be careful with your words and not 
stoke the ambers of conflict and civil 
unrest, but apparently disregarding 
that, he intentionally poured gasoline 
on the fire. He said last week, it is time 
to ditch the old slogan ‘‘when they go 
low, we go high.’’ 

He attributed that to Michelle 
Obama, and good for her. 

He said instead: ‘‘When they go low, 
we kick them.’’ 

That is what the new Democratic 
Party is all about. The Washington 
Post has said Holder is proposing ‘‘the 
party pursue a meaner, more com-
bative approach,’’ and noted he was al-
luding to metaphorical violence. This 
is from the former Attorney General of 
the United States. 

I believe former First Lady Michelle 
Obama rightfully condemned this ugly 
and shameful statement. 

Meanwhile, one Democratic Member 
of the Senate has recommended activ-
ists get up in the face of your 
Congresspeople. Another one has justi-
fied mob rule as entirely appropriate to 
our current political situation. 

We had members of the Senate Judi-
ciary Committee, during the 
Kavanaugh hearings, say: I am vio-
lating the rules intentionally. I am re-
leasing committee-confidential infor-
mation in violation of the rules, and, 
apparently, they were proud of it. 

I hope the voters are listening. I 
think they are. They are coming from 
some of the most powerful voices of the 
Democratic Party, voices that could 
represent you in the next Congress. 
That is the choice—between incite-
ment, intimidation, mob rule, or civil-
ity and treating people you disagree 
with, with the respect all of us are en-
titled to in a democracy. 

I don’t think the voters will reward a 
party that is spitting out this sort of 
venom about what our politics should 
be about: sowing division, alluding to 
violence, rejecting civility. Is that 
what supposedly passes for leadership? 
Should the voters reward that in this 
midterm election? I think our fore-
fathers would be shocked, but this elec-
tion is about more than just the rhet-
oric. 

I think the voters also have a choice 
when it comes to looking at who is in-
terested in solving the problems that 
confront our country, who is willing to 
work on a bipartisan basis together 
with the administration to make the 
country a better place, more pros-
perous place, a safer place. All they 
need to do is look back at the last 22 
months. 

Yesterday, for example, we passed a 
major water infrastructure bill that 
will keep our communities safe by 
maintaining dams and levees and ad-
dressing drinking water and waste-

water systems across the country. It 
will also expedite, in my part of the 
world, an important coastal study and 
authorize flood mitigation projects 
back home. 

Then the President signed, just 2 
days before that—I am sure most of 
this was lost in the furor over the 
Kavanaugh nomination—but just 2 
days before that, the President signed 
another bipartisan bill I cosponsored 
called the Justice Served Act that will 
provide funds to prosecute cold cases 
solved by DNA evidence obtained from 
rape kits. 

Then, of course, there was the Su-
preme Court confirmation last Satur-
day. 

In the last 6 days, we have accom-
plished three major things: water infra-
structure, funding cold case prosecu-
tions, and filling Justice Kennedy’s 
seat on the U.S. Supreme Court. 

I would say that is a pretty good 
week, but our record of success is much 
lengthier than that. Judge Kavanaugh 
was far from the only Federal judge we 
have confirmed. Last year, we con-
firmed another superb Justice, Neil 
Gorsuch. On top of that, we have con-
firmed 69 judges under President 
Trump. That includes three Texas 
judges on the Fifth Circuit Court of 
Appeals and four that preside over 
Texas district courts. 

Those numbers begin to show you 
that since President Trump took office 
in January of last year, we haven’t 
taken our foot off the gas when it 
comes to doing the people’s work. 
Under this Congress, we have con-
firmed the most appellate judges ever 
during a President’s first 2 years. Of 
course, these nominees, once con-
firmed, have a lifetime tenure, so they 
will be there long beyond this Presi-
dent’s term or maybe our term in the 
Congress. 

Our work extends far beyond filling 
the courthouses of this country. What 
we have done, working together with 
the entrepreneurs and the investors 
and the small businesses of America, is 
we helped reenergize the state of the 
American economy. 

This started with tax reform, which 
has been the biggest game changer. 
This is the first major overhaul of the 
Tax Code in 31 years. It lowered rates, 
doubled the child tax credit to help 
working families, and made American 
businesses more internationally com-
petitive. I am sorry we had to do that 
all by ourselves without a single Demo-
cratic vote, but we thought it was so 
important to do that we stepped up, 
and we did it. I think the benefits are 
pretty manifest. 

Ms. PELOSI likes to say the savings 
individual taxpayers got were merely 
‘‘crumbs,’’ but I would like to tell her 
about some of my constituents and 
what they told me. 

One of them, Kim Ewing from Mes-
quite, wrote me and talked about how 
tax reform was hugely helpful because 
she hadn’t had a raise in 7 years. Now 
she enjoys a boost in her paycheck 

each month. She called tax reform a 
no-brainer or what she referred to as 
merely ‘‘common sense.’’ 

Then there is Claudia Smith, owner 
of the Aggieland Carpet One in College 
Station, who told me earlier this year 
that she has been able to reinvest the 
savings she received under the new tax 
law to buy new equipment for her 
small business, as well as provide 
healthcare coverage for her employees. 
She says she will also have enough left 
over to hire more people. 

Claudia’s story is the same one that 
is being told all across the country. 
More than 700 businesses have used the 
tax savings to benefit their employees 
and customers. They have announced 
pay raises, 401(k) match increases, cuts 
to utility rates, bonuses, and other 
benefits to American workers. 

These developments are just part of 
the reason this economy is growing 
again and why people have renewed 
confidence and optimism in their fu-
ture. 

As the majority leader reported yes-
terday, unemployment in this country 
has now fallen to 3.7 percent, which is 
the lowest rate since 1969. People are 
going back to work; they are earning 
more; they are keeping more of what 
they earn; and they are investing. This 
is what it looks like when that sleeping 
giant of the American economy wakes 
up and is unleashed from the con-
straints of high taxation and overregu-
lation. 

It is not just the economy that de-
serves mention. One of our accomplish-
ments has been repealing burdensome 
regulations—I have mentioned that 
overregulation—and we have done that 
through the Congressional Review Act. 

Previously, it had only been used 1 
time, but we have used this device 16 
times to eliminate Agency rules which 
really had been the ropes that tied 
down that sleeping giant of the Amer-
ican economy. It allowed it to come 
roaring back. 

We have repealed the Independent 
Payment Advisory Board under 
ObamaCare, which will allow seniors 
and their families to take greater con-
trol of their healthcare decisions with-
out being subject to the whims of 
unelected bureaucrats. We have also 
eliminated the root of ObamaCare—the 
individual mandate. This was literally 
a coercion by the Federal Government, 
forcing people to buy something that, 
in many cases, they couldn’t afford, 
and they didn’t want. 

We literally made ObamaCare vol-
untary now so people have choices, but 
this was essentially a tax on some of 
the most disadvantaged people in the 
country who were coerced into buying 
healthcare they didn’t want or couldn’t 
afford, and if they were unable to even 
do that, they were forced to pay a tax 
or a penalty. 

Recently, we have been accom-
plishing a lot more for our men and 
women in uniform, our intelligence of-
ficers, and our veterans. We have 
helped restore America’s defense with 
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the greatest investment in the military 
in decades, including the largest troop 
pay raise in nearly 10 years. 

We have reauthorized important in-
telligence-gathering tools, like section 
702 of the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act—a vital tool in tracking for-
eign terrorists abroad who try to hurt 
us at home. 

For our veterans, we passed the VA 
MISSION Act, which will make signifi-
cant reforms to the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs by strengthening 
healthcare and community care op-
tions that are available to those who 
have served our Nation in uniform. 

Last, but not least, is our series of 
accomplishments. We have taken other 
important steps, like passing the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration Reau-
thorization Act just last week. It is 
legislation that modernizes our air-
ports, improves service for travelers, 
enhances safety, and boosts industry 
innovation. 

Then, almost without anybody pay-
ing any attention at all, we passed a 
huge bipartisan bill to address the 
opioid crisis. Senator ALEXANDER, the 
chairman of the Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions Committee, ush-
ered this bill through the House and 
the Senate, along with Senator MUR-
PHY and others. It has contributions 
from 70 Members of the Senate and 5 
standing committees. That takes a lot 
of hard bipartisan effort, but it is im-
portant because it combats the nation-
wide epidemic that has led to the death 
of 49,000 Americans in just 2017 alone. 

We have done important work in 
terms of improving public safety by en-
acting a bill I sponsored and that was 
supported by our colleagues here called 
Fix NICS; that is, the National Instant 
Criminal Background Check System. 
We also passed a bill sponsored by Sen-
ator HATCH called the STOP School Vi-
olence Act. 

The Fix NICS bill helped fix our bro-
ken background check system and en-
sures that criminals aren’t able to pur-
chase or possess firearms after they are 
convicted. 

In the wake of the Texas shootings at 
Santa Fe and Sutherland Springs, we 
know there were a lot of people crying 
out for Congress to do something, and 
this was the one thing we could all 
agree to, on a bipartisan basis, across 
the ideological spectrum. These two 
bills—mine and Senator HATCH’s—are a 
part of the way we have answered that 
call. 

We have tried to protect our young 
people—especially women—in another 
important way as well. We enacted 
what is known as SESTA, the Stop En-
abling Sex Traffickers Act. This legis-
lation by the junior Senator from Ohio 
helps to stop online trafficking and 
adds to a bill I sponsored called the 
Abolish Human Trafficking Act. It 
strengthens programs and supports sur-
vivors of human trafficking and pro-
vides resources to law enforcement of-
ficials on the frontlines of the fight 
against modern-day slavery. 

I understand why most Americans 
have not heard of all or many of these 
accomplishments, but I think it is im-
portant to note what we have been able 
to do while we have fought mightily 
over some things, like judicial nomina-
tions. 

We have also worked in a bipartisan 
way to get the people’s work done. I be-
lieve we have done so mainly by treat-
ing each other respectfully and by dem-
onstrating civility, not by yelling at 
each other, by making threats, or in-
citing people to violence. That is not 
the American way. 

I am hopeful that after the scenes we 
saw here last week during the con-
firmation proceedings for the Supreme 
Court, that the American people will 
reject that sort of conduct and demand 
that their elected officials act in a way 
they can be proud of. 

Yes, we put money back into Amer-
ica’s pockets. We have rolled back reg-
ulations to make their lives a little bit 
easier. We have strengthened our mili-
tary, given our veterans access to bet-
ter healthcare, and protected our com-
munities from harm. 

As the minority leader, the Senator 
from New York, said right before the 
confirmation vote on Judge 
Kavanaugh, the people need to vote. 
They will, I hope, exercise that fran-
chise—that right of every American 
citizen to determine the direction of 
our country and who will represent 
them in the Halls of Congress. 

It is my sincere hope that they will 
remember some of these accomplish-
ments we have made together during 
this administration and know we can 
continue to do more for them in the fu-
ture. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Illinois. 
FREEDOM OF SPEECH 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, this 
morning the front page of the Wash-
ington Post tells the story about our 
intelligence agencies intercepting some 
communications among the Saudi Gov-
ernment officials. It appeared they 
were exchanging information about 
how to lure a man named Khashoggi 
back into Saudi Arabia. Khashoggi is a 
person who has been openly critical of 
the Saudi Arabian leadership. He has 
published articles around the world, in-
cluding in the Washington Post. 

We have a video that shows Mr. 
Khashoggi entering the Saudi con-
sulate in Istanbul, Turkey. We have no 
video that shows him exiting that same 
building. He has disappeared. 

This intelligence data, as well as 
other information, leads us to believe 
he has been assassinated—assassinated 
because he was critical of the leader-
ship of the Saudi Arabian kingdom. 
That is what happens in a country of 
authoritarian rule that does not pro-
tect the right of dissent. 

We see it over and over in history— 
strong authoritarian rulers can’t stand 
dissenters. Many of them are killed, 
imprisoned, tortured, or run out of the 

country. It still happens in China. It 
still happens in Russia. It happens, ob-
viously, when it comes to Saudi Ara-
bia, Turkey, and other countries. 

We are different. I hope we are. The 
reason we are different is because of 45 
words—45 words—that were written 
over 200 years ago. They are worth re-
peating. These are 45 words that have 
guided our country and still should 
guide us today. 

I am going to take a minute to read 
them. It is the First Amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, the 
First Amendment to our Bill of Rights, 
credited to James Madison. Here is 
what it says: ‘‘Congress shall make no 
law respecting an establishment of re-
ligion, or prohibiting the free exercise 
thereof; or abridging the freedom of 
speech, or of the press; or the right of 
the people peaceably to assemble, and 
to petition the Government for a re-
dress of grievances.’’ 

These are 45 words that distinguish 
us from virtually every other country 
in the world, where we expressly guar-
antee to ourselves and our posterity 
freedoms that are fundamental to 
being an American. 

I have heard my friend the senior 
Senator from Texas come to the floor 
repeatedly now to talk about what hap-
pened last week during the Kavanaugh 
nomination and in the weeks before, 
during the committee hearing, and 
there were people who came to this 
Capitol because of their intense per-
sonal and political feelings about that 
nomination and what it meant to them 
personally and what they believed it 
meant to the country. They brought 
their emotions to this place, and they 
did it because they are guaranteed the 
right to do it in this Constitution. 

Each of us is guaranteed the right to 
peaceably assemble and to petition the 
government for a redress of grievances. 
The Senator from Texas has referred to 
this as ‘‘mob rule.’’ I will tell you, if 
you believe these 45 words and what 
the First Amendment in the Bill of 
Rights instructs us in terms of this de-
mocracy, then it gives these people— 
all people in this country—the right to 
speak, the right to express their opin-
ion, and the right to petition their gov-
ernment for a redress of grievances. 

Now, of course, that should never— 
never—condone violence nor the incite-
ment to violence. That is where we 
must draw the line. 

If you are going to stand and defend 
this article of the Constitution, which 
we have all taken an oath to defend, 
then you are going to defend the right 
of individuals to speak in this country 
and say things that are unpopular and 
maybe even unacceptable to you per-
sonally. 

I have found myself in that position, 
gritting my teeth and thinking I wish 
to heck that person wasn’t saying what 
they were saying, but they have a con-
stitutional right to do so. They don’t 
have a constitutional right to be vio-
lent or to incite to violence. 

I might add, I think they cross the 
line when they go after politicians’ 
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family members and others. That 
clearly crosses the line. I have seen it 
happen in my political life, and I am 
sure all my colleagues can tell a simi-
lar story. 

To call this mob rule is to take the 
actions of a few and to really use those 
as a standard to judge everyone. That 
is fundamentally unfair. There were 
people on both sides of the Kavanaugh 
nomination who had intense, strong 
personal feelings and used their con-
stitutional rights under the Bill of 
Rights to express that. They did it 
peaceably. They did it in a construc-
tive way. As far as I am concerned, 
they have a constitutional right to do 
it. 

For those who crossed the line, they 
need to accept whatever consequences 
come their way. For some, it means 
being arrested and maybe more, but for 
those who complied with this article in 
the Bill of Rights, I think we all ought 
to stand up and say, regardless of 
party, this is the Constitution both 
parties swore to uphold. 

To say that what happened last 
week—even in this Chamber and even 
in this Gallery here—is really the 
whole story is ignoring the obvious. 

When the Senator from Texas asks 
about mob rule, my response is to say 
three words: ‘‘Lock her up.’’ 

This week in Iowa, the President held 
a rally. During the course of that rally, 
he was critical of the senior Senator 
from California. As he was critical of 
her, the people attending the rally 
started chanting ‘‘Lock her up. Lock 
her up,’’ referring to my colleague from 
California. 

I am sure the Senator from Texas 
heard about this. I hope that when he 
heard about it, he realized that an in-
citement to hold someone criminally 
liable for using their office in a legal 
way really steps over the line. 

Let’s be honest about this. In the last 
2 years, we have seen a coarsening of 
the rhetoric in politics in America. 
Things are being said now that have 
never been said before. Oh, they were 
said in private or maybe on some 
website, but now they are being said 
openly on a regular basis. 

If someone speaks up at a rally, to 
have a Presidential candidate say: Let 
the crowd take care of that, and I will 
pay the legal fees of whoever does it— 
that happened. It suggests to me a 
coarsening of our rhetoric in this polit-
ical world that we live in that is not 
conducive to a civilized and construc-
tive democracy. As the Senator from 
Texas suggested, we need to really re-
ward civility, and we need to show it 
ourselves in the things we say and do 
as Members of the U.S. Senate. 

No, I don’t think it is evidence of 
mob rule in America. It wasn’t a mob 
that voted here on the floor of the Sen-
ate. One hundred Senators voted, as 
the Constitution requires us to do, and 
we did it in an orderly, democratic 
way, regardless of whether you agree 
with the outcome. The mob didn’t rule; 
the Constitution ruled, and the Con-
stitution needs to continue to rule. 

There are limits to speech. The 
courts have talked about this for 200 
years. But let us never forget that the 
first 45 words of the Bill of Rights 
guarantees to us the right of free 
speech, peaceful assembly, and the 
right to petition our government for 
redress of grievances. 

CLIMATE CHANGE 
Madam President, on Monday, two 

things were made clear. This last Mon-
day, we came to realize that we need to 
take immediate action—immediate ac-
tion—to deal with human-caused global 
warming. Secondly, American innova-
tion has already given us many of the 
tools to do so. 

I know there are those who think 
that climate change is an issue that 
will only affect us in the far-distant fu-
ture or that the challenge is so big that 
we can’t really do much about it, but 
the truth is that we are already dealing 
with the effects of climate change, and 
we have it within our power to address 
them with technology that already ex-
ists. 

Earlier this year, rainstorms and 
melting snow caused flooding across 
my State of Illinois. More than 20 
counties throughout the State were 
placed under flood warning. As the 
water level of rivers continued to rise, 
several communities in Illinois had to 
evacuate their homes for their own 
safety. Illinois farmers know all too 
well that changing weather is impact-
ing the way they farm and the crops 
they produce. 

As I speak, recovery efforts are al-
ready underway after Hurricane Mi-
chael left the Panhandle region of 
Florida in ruins. Our hearts go out to 
the families who are waking up this 
morning and don’t know whether their 
loved ones are safe or whether they 
have a home to return to. 

Earlier this summer, in the western 
part of our country, we saw vast acre-
age destroyed by wildfires, and it has 
been one year since Hurricane Harvey 
hit Texas and Hurricane Maria dev-
astated the entire island of Puerto 
Rico. 

It is obvious to anyone that natural 
disasters are becoming more powerful, 
more costly, and more deadly, and it is 
time we take climate change’s role in 
causing them seriously, or it will get 
worse. 

On Monday, the United Nations 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change released a report stating that 
we have just over a decade—less than 
10 years—to drastically reduce our car-
bon emissions if we want to maintain 
life on Earth as we know it today. It is 
an ominous warning but a serious one. 
The U.N. report states that we must re-
duce global emissions by 45 percent by 
the year 2030 and reach net zero emis-
sions by 2050 if we want to avoid a 
world where deadly storms, 
unbreathable air, widespread famine, 
and multiyear droughts become the 
norm. 

According to the national security 
community that we count on to keep 

Americans safe, failing to address cli-
mate change will inundate our military 
bases and installations, and it will in-
cite international conflicts and put our 
military—the men and women serving 
our country—at risk in terms of readi-
ness, operations, and strategy. 

The fact is, no one can claim to be se-
rious about our national security if we 
don’t face the reality of climate 
change. That isn’t a declaration by the 
Sierra Club or some liberal Democratic 
Senator; it is a declaration of our de-
fense community. 

We will continue to face weakened 
states and unprecedented refugee mi-
gration in the decades to come if we ig-
nore this reality. 

There is good news, though. We have 
the tools and the technology to prevent 
this dystopian future, and the United 
States can lead in this effort. America 
is already showing the world how to re-
duce emissions and grow our economy 
by increasing energy efficiency meas-
ures and renewable energy usage and 
switching to electric vehicles. 

Think about the gains we have made, 
the progress that has been made when 
it comes to the fuel efficiency of the 
cars and trucks we drive today. There 
was a time in the Senate not that long 
ago when Detroit automobile and truck 
manufacturers were in complete de-
nial. They said that there is just no 
way to hit these targets in terms of 
miles per gallon. We are doing it, and 
we see it every day. It is the same 
American innovation that can power us 
to make the far-reaching transitions in 
energy and infrastructure we need to 
limit our emissions to meet the rec-
ommendations of this United Nations 
panel. 

On Monday, the Nobel Prize in eco-
nomics was given to two Americans— 
William Nordhaus and Paul Romer—for 
their work on innovation, climate, and 
economic growth. Their work shows 
that addressing climate change can be 
an incredible opportunity for job 
growth and new investments in Amer-
ican competitiveness. New jobs can be 
created designing more efficient solar 
panels, wind turbines, and batteries, as 
well as manufacturing the components 
for export all over the world. 

If you visit downstate Illinois—an 
area which is one of our most bountiful 
agricultural areas—you can’t help but 
be struck by the number of wind tur-
bines that have been built all around 
my State. The farmers love it because 
they are receiving monthly checks for 
the wind turbines located on their 
property, and the wind turbines are 
generating electricity for nearby com-
munities without polluting. Twenty 
years ago, no one would have thought 
of that as a serious alternative. Today, 
it is. It is an alternative renewable 
source of energy that is not going to 
make the world worse for future gen-
erations. 

There was a Paris Agreement in 
terms of setting global goals that all 
the countries in the world would sign 
up for to reduce carbon emissions and 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:11 Oct 12, 2018 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00011 Fmt 4637 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G11OC6.011 S11OCPT1dl
hi

ll 
on

 D
S

K
3G

LQ
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6788 October 11, 2018 
to work together to develop a world-
wide clean energy economy, and 195 
countries—every country in the 
world—has agreed to this Paris Agree-
ment and signed on, including the 
United States. However, last year 
President Trump decided that the 
United States would step away from 
the rest of the world, step away from 
our allies and trading partners, and 
leave this agreement. 

When I think about the decisions 
being made by this Trump administra-
tion, this may be one of the most long- 
term, disastrous decisions he has made. 
To think that this great Nation, with 
its great economy, its great technology 
and innovation, would step away from 
an agreement that every country in 
the world has signed to deal with our 
climate challenges is unthinkable. 

I hope that after this week’s an-
nouncement from the United Nations, 
at least someone at the White House 
will have second thoughts about this 
disastrous decision. We should not give 
up U.S. leadership and risk the world 
moving forward without us. If we step 
aside from this responsibility, others 
will step into our place—starting with 
China—leading the rest of the world 
outside of the United States into new 
technology innovations to deal with 
climate change. 

It is clear that it is in America’s best 
interest to take immediate action to 
limit our greenhouse gas emissions and 
face the realities of climate change 
head-on. Will it result in a change in 
our lifestyle? Perhaps, but only on the 
margins. Is it worth it? This weekend, 
I am going to get a treat: I get to visit 
my grandkids. They are 7 years old, 
twins, a little boy and a little girl, and 
I have a lot of fun with them. I think 
about what I do for a living and how it 
might impact the world they will live 
in for years to come. I would like to let 
them know that I am doing my part in 
the Senate and others are doing their 
part in Washington to leave them a 
world that they can live in—one that is 
not compromised by the selfishness and 
political agendas we see today. 

The livelihood of people in my State, 
including the farmers in my home of Il-
linois, depend on us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
FISCHER). All time has expired. 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent for 60 additional 
seconds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DURBIN. The livelihoods of 
farmers in my home of Illinois depends 
on our acting and preventing an end-
less cycle of historic storms, floods, 
and droughts, causing millions of dol-
lars in damage and crop loss. We have 
a moral obligation to our kids and 
grandkids to leave future generations 
with a planet that is not plagued by 
catastrophic drought, famine, 
wildfires, hurricanes, and sea level rise. 
We have the tools, and we know how to 
do it. It is time we rise to the chal-
lenge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. MORAN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

FAA REAUTHORIZATION 
Mr. MORAN. Madam President, I am 

here to speak and once again highlight 
the importance of aviation to my 
State, to the country, and to the world, 
but also to point out the significance of 
the 5-year FAA reauthorization bill the 
Senate passed last week. I have come 
to the floor many times on this topic. 

I am pleased to be here today to tell 
about the many wins that are included 
in this legislation. They are beneficial 
to the country, and they are certainly 
beneficial to my home State. 

I am most pleased to highlight the 
fact that this legislation does not in-
clude—excluded from this legislation 
are any efforts to privatize our Na-
tion’s air traffic control system. 

Kansas is the air capital of the world 
and for good reason. Kansans have 
built three out of every four general 
aviation aircraft since the Wright 
brothers’ first flight at Kitty Hawk. 
Today, over 40,000 Kansans make a liv-
ing manufacturing, operating, and 
servicing the world’s highest quality 
airplanes. I cannot overstate the im-
portance of this reauthorization and 
the stability it provides to the aviation 
community. 

We are doing something that we have 
been unable to do for years: a long- 
term FAA reauthorization. In the on-
going efforts to pass the long-term bill, 
Republicans and Democrats in both 
Chambers of Congress have found com-
mon ground and consensus among the 
entire aviation community on a wide 
range of important issues. The chair-
man of the Commerce Committee, Sen-
ator THUNE from South Dakota, as well 
as the ranking member, Senator NEL-
SON from Florida, deserve credit for the 
bipartisan manner in which they have 
worked through the FAA reauthoriza-
tion process in recent years and their 
efforts to negotiate a final piece of leg-
islation with the House that was strong 
enough to receive 93 votes in the Sen-
ate. 

I am pleased that included in this 
legislation are numerous provisions 
that I have introduced and supported 
and advocated for since the reauthor-
ization process began, and I look for-
ward to sharing these accomplishments 
in short fashion. I thank the many 
aviation and aerospace leaders in my 
State for informing my work on this 
topic. 

First, the FAA reauthorization bol-
sters FAA manufacturing by stream-
lining the aircraft certification proc-
ess. 

With the short amount of time before 
a vote, I will highlight these for the 
RECORD. 

In addition, it authorizes the FAA 
Center of Excellence for Advanced Ma-
terials at Wichita State University. 
This research has played a critical role 

in the evolution and integration of air-
craft materials and technologies by 
providing valuable research to validate 
the safety and integrity of new aircraft 
to the general public. 

This bill helps close the skills gap for 
the aviation workforce. Senator INHOFE 
and I have worked to provide legisla-
tion to create a pilot program within 
the FAA through which grants would 
be authorized to support tech edu-
cation and career development. The 
grants would encourage collaboration 
between businesses, schools, and local 
governments, and these entities would 
develop innovative workforce programs 
to help close the skill gap in the aero-
space industry. 

The FAA Reauthorization Act re-
duces regulatory barriers for edu-
cational use of drones—unmanned aer-
ial vehicles or systems. Last Congress, 
I was co-lead on this legislation with 
Senator PETERS of Michigan to reduce 
barriers for the use of small UASs at 
institutions of higher education. This 
bill accelerates the safe integration of 
innovative UAS technology, another 
significant development. 

This legislation strengthens the Fed-
eral Contract Tower Program. Kansas 
is home to eight air traffic control tow-
ers that participate in FAA’s FCT Pro-
gram, which provides important safety 
services at small airports nationwide 
in a cost-effective manner that saves 
the taxpayers $200 million annually. 
This FAA reauthorization includes sev-
eral reforms that strengthen the Con-
tract Tower Program, and I am pleased 
to be able to report that. 

It provides access and flexibility for 
additional airport construction fund-
ing. Again, this is something that is 
important in all of our communities 
that have an airport. How do we make 
certain that we have the latest infra-
structure available for safe flights to 
and from our airports? 

It improves child safety on commer-
cial airlines, legislation that Senator 
SCHATZ from Hawaii and I introduced 
to advance the safety of children who 
fly with their parents. 

This bill reauthorizes the FAA’s Es-
sential Air Service Program, con-
necting rural airports to the national 
system. That is something which is im-
portant to many of us who represent 
rural States. 

It safeguards small airports in the 
event of sudden loss of commercial 
service. 

Last Congress, I sponsored the Small 
Airport Regulatory Relief Act that is 
included in this legislation. It is to 
make certain that certain airports, 
such as the Hays Regional Airport and 
the Liberal Mid-America Regional Air-
port, would not lose Federal Airport 
Improvement Program funding due to 
inconsistent commercial service 
through no fault of their own. 

Unfortunately, regional airlines con-
tinue to struggle because of a lack of 
pilots. There is a pilot shortage, and 
our airports and the traveling public 
ought not be damaged as a result of the 
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inability of the airlines to hire a suffi-
cient number of airline pilots. 

It also increases the fairness and re-
duces regulation for general aviation 
projects and activities. This is legisla-
tion that was originally introduced, 
which I am a sponsor of, called the 
FLIGHT Act. It effectively targets AIP 
funding to general aviation airports 
and provides those airports with flexi-
bility on their use of passenger facility 
charges. It has a provision that fosters 
the exchange of aircraft through fair 
regulatory treatment in airplane joint 
ownership—again, another small but 
important development. It includes 
provisions that preserve the Contract 
Weather Observers Program, some-
thing that was at risk over the last 
several years. 

There are many things to highlight 
in this legislation. I would also point 
out that it has provisions to help pro-
vide for talented women in the aviation 
workforce and facilitate their recruit-
ment. Women currently comprise only 
4 percent of flight engineers, 6 percent 
of pilots, and 26 percent of air traffic 
controllers, representing a huge un-
tapped pool for talent in the aviation 
industry. 

I am grateful to my colleagues for 
coming together and creating this com-
promise bill that will have a positive 
and immediate effect upon the econ-
omy and the Kansas aviation commu-
nity. It is a good day for the Senate, it 
is a good day for Congress, it is a good 
day for the country, and it is especially 
a good day for me and for Kansans. 

I yield the floor. 
NOMINATION OF JEFFREY CLARK 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Presi-
dent, Mr. Clark’s nomination is yet an-
other example of the Trump adminis-
tration nominating individuals to lead 
government offices whose missions 
they have opposed. 

The Environment and Natural Re-
sources Division of the Department of 
Justice is uniquely charged with the 
‘‘stewardship of the nation’s natural 
resources and public lands.’’ Yet, in the 
face of the overwhelming evidence of 
climate change, Mr. Clark says the 
science is debatable. It isn’t, and this is 
not the time to have someone in this 
position who refuses to acknowledge 
facts and confront the costs and risks 
of inaction. 

In addition, like many Trump nomi-
nees, Mr. Clark is skeptical of the long-
standing Chevron doctrine which states 
that courts must give deference to 
agency regulations because agencies 
are staffed with subject matter experts 
and that judges, who are only supposed 
to interpret the law, are not qualified 
to substitute their opinions. Large cor-
porate polluters frequently challenge 
EPA regulations designed to safeguard 
our waters, endangered species, and 
natural resources, and we need a per-
son in this position who will side with 
the scientists and public health ex-
perts, not big polluters. 

Americans deserve an associate at-
torney who is committed to protecting 

their interests and not big-monied spe-
cial interests. I do not believe that Mr. 
Clark is that person, and I will be vot-
ing against his nomination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, all postcloture time 
is expired. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Clark nomina-
tion? 

Mr. ROUNDS. Madam President, I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 

is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Florida (Mr. RUBIO). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO) 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from North Dakota (Ms. 
HEITKAMP) and the Senator from Flor-
ida (Mr. NELSON) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 52, 
nays 45, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 228 Ex.] 
YEAS—52 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Flake 

Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kyl 
Lankford 
Lee 
Manchin 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Moran 

Murkowski 
Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Sasse 
Scott 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—45 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Donnelly 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 

Gillibrand 
Harris 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Jones 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 

Peters 
Reed 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—3 

Heitkamp Nelson Rubio 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table. The President will be 
immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 

Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Eric S. Dreiband, of Maryland, to 
be an Assistant Attorney General. 

Mitch McConnell, James Lankford, John 
Hoeven, James M. Inhofe, Johnny Isak-
son, David Perdue, John Cornyn, Steve 
Daines, John Barrasso, Mike Rounds, 
Thom Tillis, Lamar Alexander, James 
E. Risch, Jeff Flake, Richard Burr, Roy 
Blunt, Deb Fischer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Eric S. Dreiband, of Maryland, to be 
an Assistant Attorney General shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant bill clerk called the 

roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 

is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Florida (Mr. RUBIO). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO) 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from North Dakota (Ms. 
HEITKAMP) and the Senator from Flor-
ida (Mr. NELSON) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SASSE). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 50, 
nays 47, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 229 Ex.] 

YEAS—50 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Flake 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kyl 
Lankford 
Lee 
McConnell 
Moran 

Murkowski 
Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Sasse 
Scott 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—47 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Donnelly 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 

Harris 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Jones 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 

Peters 
Reed 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 
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